The Cabinet
innovation in policy, the more especially if it represents
a departure from some principle previously agreed upon.
Where finance, moreover, is concerned, each item of
activity will be discussed between the department and
the Treasury, and, if unsettled by that discussion, will
normally, with the Prime Minister's consent, become a
matter which the Cabinet will decide. It is difecult to see
what better mechanism of control could be devised;
particularly, it is difficult to see how this aspect of adminis-
tration could suitably be settled by the process of
debate in Parliament For the latter body is too large and
miscellaneous in character to debate the infinity of detail
out of which administrative decisions emerge; its business
is to discuss the general principles which underlie them.
In so far as it goes beyond this function the evidence,
particularly in the United States and France, suggests
that the result is definitely inferior to what is achieved by
the method of Cabinet control.
Mr. Muir's point, however, has a wider bearing* We
live in an age of vast problems of population, of techno-
logical change, of economic relationships. Busy ministers
have rarely the time, and seldom the energy, to think out
the implications of new knowledge in these fields to the
day-to-day issues they have to decide. The pressure of
immediate issues weighs so heavily upon them that they
lack the leisure as a Cabinet to tackle the issues which go
to the foundations of our society. Unless a Government
is constantly thinking of these things, there is grave
danger of an omission to apply the findings of science to
our problems.
There is, no doubt, a real truth in this view; though it
is difficult indeed to imagine that a revival of independent
authority in the private member of the House of Com-
mons would leau to the kind of change Mr. Muir desires.
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